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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

2. Claims 1 . 2, 9. 18-23, 30 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Fables (US 6,282,697, Dated Aug. 28, 1991). 

3. As per claim 1, Fables describes a testing method comprising the steps 
of: 

• identifying a host within a grid environment (Col. 4, lines 60-61, referred 
as "computing environment"), wherein said host (Col. 3, lines 32-33 
referred as "host molecule") is a software object (Col. 4, lines 24-25, - 
referred as "software entity"); 

• associating a ghost agent (referred as "molecule") with said host (Col. 
4, lines 44-45, Col. 11, lines 3-5). Examiner is interpreting molecule's 
components are gathered from local or remote sources and combine to 
create a molecule (and logic web has all the components of a molecule as 
described in Col. 1 1 . lines 3-5) as associating a ghost agent with said 
host. 
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• replicating actions of said host within said ghost agent (Col. 5, lines 32- 
33). Examiner is interpreting molecule reconfiguration as replicating 
actions of said host within said ghost agent. 

• executing at least one test routine within said ghost agent (Col. 7, lines 
35-37, 63-65). Examiner is interpreting whether or not the requirements of 
a predefined conditions have been met or not as executing a t least one 
test routine; wherein said executing step utilizes data gathered from said 
replicated actions (Col. 5, lines 52-54). Examiner is interpreting 
configuration file containing names, attributes and type of the molecule's 
sub-components as utilizing data gathered from said replicated actions; 
and, 

• generating test output for said test routine (Col. 8, lines 17-32). Examiner 
is interpreting as, generating a call of "all data are present" as generating 
test output for said test routine. 

4. As per claim 2, Fables describes the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of: moving said host within said grid environment; and, 
responsively moving said ghost agent in accordance with movement of said host 
(Col. 6, lines 10-15). 

Examiner is interpreting call to load the "next" molecule and checking in 
the registry for existence of that molecule and remapping or calling the "next" 
molecule as moving said host within said grid environment and responsively 
moving said ghost agent in accordance with movement of said host. 
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5. As per claim 9, Fables describes the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of: 

• selecting a plurality of hosts (Col,. 10, lines 58-59, 66-67). Examiner is 
interpreting creation of a logic web is composed of a plurality of molecules 
as selecting a plurality of hosts; and, 

• see the same rejections as per claim 1 for all the remaining claim 
limitations. 

6. As per claim 18, a ghost agent comprising: 

• an interface ( referred as "signal handler") for associating said ghost 
(referred as "molecule") agent with a host (Col. 5, lines 43-45); 

• a test engine (referred as a "method handler") executing test routines 
(Col. 9, lines 3-5); and, 

• a ghost controller ( referred as a "logic web") for managing interactions 
between said ghost agent and a grid environment (Col. 4, lines 50-54, 
referred as "computing environment"), wherein said ghost agent 
automatically moves within said grid environment to follow movements of 
said host (Col. 9, lines 39-41). Examiner is interpreting moving data, 
pointers to the data or processes from molecules to molecules as ghost 
agent automatically moving within said grid environment to follow 
movements of said host. 

7. As per claim 19, Fables describes the ghost agent of claim 18, further 
comprising: 
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a ghost identifier configured to identify said ghost agent to components 
within said grid environment (CoL 5, lines 55-61). Examiner is interpreting 
loading or invoking a sub-component proceeds by calling the name and type for 
the component from a local or remote source having a library files as a ghost 
identifier configured to identify said ghost agent to components within said grid 
environment. 

8. As per claim 20, Fables describes the ghost agent of claim 18. further 
comprising: 

a ghost log (referred as "output handlers") configured to record test 
output (Col- 9, lines 1-8,29-30). Examiner interprets as creation of ghost log is 
described in lines 1-8 and recording of the output is describing in lines 29-30 by 
interfacing to any type of memory model. 

9. As per claim 21, Fables describes the ghost agent of claim 18, further 
comprising: 

• means for disassociating said ghost agent from said host (Col. 9, lines 
61-63). Examiner is interpreting termination signal as a means for 
disassociating said ghost agent from said host; and, 

• means for associating said ghost agent with a different host (Col. 9, lines 
63-65). Examiner is reading as reconfiguration for a different mode as 
means for associating said ghost agent with different host. 

10. As per claim 22, see the same rejection as claim 1 above. 

11. As per claim 23, see the same rejection as claim 2 above. 
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12. As per claim 30, see the same rejection as claim 9 above. 

13. As per claim 40, see the same rejection as claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

15. Claims 3-8, 10-17, 24-29 and 31-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Fables (US 6,282,697, Dated Aug. 28, 1991) in view 
of Cidon (USPAT 6,269,330, Dated Jul. 31 , 2001 ). 

16. As per claim 3, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of: preventing said test routines from operationally executing 
in said grid environment. 

Cidon describes a method, which shows test routines (referred as "test 
session") are operationally executing in a grid environment (Col. 11, lines 57- 
60). 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would implement 
Cidon's test session in Fables' molecule (since the molecule has the capabilities 
to reconfigure; Fables Col. 5, lines 31-35) so that test routines are executed in a 
grid environment. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the tinne of the invention was made to implement the test method of Cidon using 
Fables. Doing so would provide an operator with the ability to perform a large 
range of tests on the distributed testing system (Cidon, Col. 2, lines 64-68). 

17. As per claim 4, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of: identifying a location for recording test output that is 
external to said ghost agent; conveying said test output to said identified location. 

However, Cidon describes identifying a location (referred as "test 
center") for recording test output that is external to said ghost agent (Col.2, 
lines 51-53); conveying said test output to said identified location. (Col. 3, lines 
29-32) 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would implement 
Cidon's test center feature in Fables system (since the molecules has capabilities 
to signal their state; Fables Col. 5, lines 31-33) so that resulted output of test 
routines can be stored on a different location (than on the molecule) for later 
evaluation of the test results (Cidon Col. 3, lines 29-32). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to add test center feature of Cidon in Fables 
method. Doing so improve the efficiency of testing. Because, the testing center 
records the scripts and results for the future use in similar fault encounters 
(Cidon Col. 3, lines 23-28). 

18. As per claim 5, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of: receiving a test command from a source external to said 
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host and external to said ghost agent; and, performing at least one operation with 
said ghost agent responsive to said test command. 

However. Cidon describes receiving a test command from a source 
external to said host (referred as "traffic agents/NM agents") and external to 
said ghost agent; and, performing at least one operation (referred as "test 
session") with said ghost agent (referred as "traffic agents/NM agents") 
responsive to said test command (Col, 11, lines 58-60). 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would conduct a test 
session of Cidon from an external source using Fables molecule (since 
molecules has capabilities to establish a connection to data sources; Fables Col- 
6, lines 65-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement Cidon's test session feature 
using Fables molecules. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a large 
range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). 

19. As per claim 6, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of: comparing results from said replicated actions with results 
from said executing of said test routines. 

However, Cidon describes comparing results from said replicated actions 
with results from said executing of said test routines (Col. 2, lines 54-56). 
Examiner is interpreting traffic agents and/or NM agents perform actions and 
generate reports as generating results from said executing of said test routines. 
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Cidon is evidence that ordinary worker in the art would find a reason, 
motivation and suggestion to implement the functionality of creating report in 
Fables molecules. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to implement Cidon's repot generating 
functionality in Fables' molecules. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a 
large range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). Also, it will 
determine additional tests to be performed and to evaluate the state of the host 
(Cidon; Col.2Jines 57-59). 

20. As per claim 7, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of: comparing operational metrics from said replicated 
metrics from said executing of said test routines. 

However, Cidon describes a method, comparing operational metrics 
(referred as "pre-written instructions") from said replicated metrics from said 
executing of said test routines (Col. 2, lines 54-56, 61-63; Col. 3, lines 14-17). 
Examiner is interpreting traffic agents and/or NM agents perform actions and 
generate reports based on test scripts received as comparing operational metrics 
from said replicated metrics from said executing of said test routines. 

21 . As per claim 8, Fables describes the method of claim 1 , testing said 
specific application using said ghost agent while simultaneously simulating load 
conditions resulting from at least one different application (Col. 7, lines 57-59, 
63-65). Examiner is interpreting means for monitoring multiple input condition to 
determine when the requirements of a predefined condition have met; and 
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molecule has a plurality of look up tables within the interface handler awaiting 
indications from one or more input handlers as testing specific application using 
said ghost agent while simultaneously simulating load conditions. But, fails to 
describe, "wherein said test routine tests at least a portion of a specific 
application." 

Cidon describes a method, wherein said test routine tests at least a 
portion of a specific application (Col. 6, lines 29-32). Examiner is interpreting 
scripts may be directed to testing of network control software or network 
application software as test routine tests at least a portion of a specific 
application. 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would find a reason, 
suggestion or motivation to implement test session feature of Cidon in Fables 
molecules so that a larger range of tests can perform on the network (Cidon; 
Col. 2, lines 65-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement Cidon's test session feature 
using Fables molecules. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a large 
range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). 

22. As per claim 10, Fables describes A testing method comprising the steps 
of: associating each of said ghost agents with said host that corresponds to said 
inputted test routine (Col. 4, lines 44-45, Col. 11, lines 3-5). Examiner is 
interpreting molecule's components are gathered from local or remote sources 
and combine to create a molecule (and logic web has all the components of a 
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molecule as described in Col. 11, lines 3-5) as associating a ghost agent with 
said host that corresponds to said inputted test routine; but, fails to disclose 
"identifying an application domain comprising hosts disposed within a 
plurality of locations within a grid environment". But describes wherein each 
said host is a software object (Col. 3, lines 32-33; Col. 4, lines 24-25); and does 
not describe "providing a plurality of test routines, wherein each test routine 
is written for a specific host; inputting said test routines into a plurality of 
ghost agents; and, executing said test routines." 

However, Cidon describes a method, identifying an application domain 
comprising hosts disposed within a plurality of locations within a grid environment 
(Col.2, lines 33-35); providing a plurality of test routines, wherein each test 
routine is written for a specific host (Col, 2, lines 61-63). Examiner is interpreting 
plurality of pre-written sets of instructions, which is directed to conduct a specific 
test session as test routine is written for a specific host; inputting said test 
routines into a plurality of ghost agents; and, executing said test routines (Col. 3, 
lines 14-16). Examiner is interpreting sending test scripts to traffic agents and 
NM agents as inputting test routines into a plurality of ghost agents and 
executing said test routines. 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would find a reason, 
suggestion or motivation to implement test session feature of Cidon in Fables 
molecules so that a larger range of tests can perform on the network (Cidon; 
Col. 2, lines 65-67). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement Cidon's test session feature 
using Fables molecules. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a large 
range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). 

23. As per claim 1 1 , Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 0, 
further comprising the steps of: generating test output based upon said executing 
step; and, conveying said test output to a centralized data store. 

Cidon describes a method, further comprising the steps of: generating test 
output based upon said executing step; and, conveying said test output to a 
centralized data store (Col. 2, lines 54-56). Examiner is interpreting generating 
reports based on actions and sending the reports to test center as generating 
test output based upon said executing step; and, conveying said test output to a 
centralized data store. 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would implement 
Cidon's test center feature in Fables system (since the molecules has capabilities 
to signal their state; Fables Col. 5, lines 31-33) so that resulted output of test 
routines can be stored on a centralized data store for later evaluation of the test 
results (Cidon Col. 3, lines 29-32). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to add test center feature of Cidon in Fables 
method. Doing so improve the efficiency of testing. Because, the testing center 
records the scripts and results for the future use in similar fault encounters 
(Cidon Col. 3, lines 23-28). 
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24. As per claim 12, Fables does not describe The method of claim 10, 
further comprising the steps of: providing a test interface for testing said 
application domain; and, triggering said executing step using said test interface. 

Cidon describes a method, providing a test interface (referred as "traffic 
agents") for testing said application domain (Coi. 3, lines 38-40); and, triggering 
said executing step using said test interface (Col. 3, lines 14-18). 

Cidon is a evidence that ordinary worker in the art would find a reason, 
suggestion or motivation to implement the test interface of Cidon in Fables 
molecule so that testing can be on plurality of hosts in the network (Cidon; Col. 
3, lines 33-36). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement the test interface of Cidon in 
Fables so that testing of plurality of host can be done in network via 
communicating through test interface (Cidon; Col. 3, lines 33-36). 

25. As per claim 13, Fables does describe the method of claim 1 0, further 
comprising the steps of: for each host, replicating actions of said host to be used 
by said associated ghost agent (Col. 5, lines 32-33). Examiner is interpreting 
molecule reconfiguration as replicating actions of said host to be used by said 
associated ghost agent; and does not describe "comparing aspects of said 
executed test routines with aspects of said replicated actions." 

However, Cidon describes the method, comparing aspects of said 
executed test routines with aspects of said replicated actions (Col. 2, lines 54- 
56). Examiner is interpreting generating reports based on performed actions as 
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comparing aspects of said executed test routines wit aspects of said replicated 
actions. 

Cidon is evidence that ordinary worker in the art would find a reason, 
motivation and suggestion to implement the functionality of creating report in 
Fables molecules. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to implement Cidon's repot generating 
functionality in Fables' molecules. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a 
large range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). Also, it will 
determine additional tests to be performed and to evaluate the state of the host 
(Cidon; Col.2, lines 57-59). 

26. As per claim 14, Fables does not describe the method of claim 10, 
further comprising the steps of: determining a sequence in which said test 
routines are to be executed; and. performing said executing step in accordance 
with said determined sequence. 

However, Cidon describes a method, determining a sequence in which 
said test routines are to be executed (Col. 3, lines 14-18); and, performing said 
executing step in accordance with said determined sequence (Col. 2, lines 61- 
63). Examiner is interpreting test scripts contains pre-written instruction and send 
to traffic agents and NM agents with control instructions for execution as 
determining a sequence in which said test routines are to be executed; and, 
performing said executing step in accordance with said determined sequence. 
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Cidon is evidence that one of ordinary skill in the art would find a reason, 
motivation or suggestion to implement test scripts through Fables molecules so 
that performance of the network can be improved (Cidon Col. 3, lines 4-8). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement test script functionality of Cidon 
in molecules of Fables. Doing so would provide an ability to perform a large 
range of tests on network (Cidon Col. 2, lines 65-67). Also, it will determine 
additional tests to be performed and to evaluate the state of the host (Cidon; 
CoL2, lines 57-59). 

27. As per claim 16, Fables does not describe the method of claim 1 5, 
wherein said ghost agent sending said message generates said message by 
executing said inputted test routine. 

However, Cidon describes a method, wherein said ghost agent sending 
said message generates said message by executing said inputted test routine 
(Col. 2, lines 54-56). Examiner is interpreting traffic agents and/or NM agents 
capabilities to send reports to the testing center as ghost agent sending said 
message generates said message by executing said inputted test routine. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to combine Cidon's invention with Fables' 
invention. 

28. As per claim 17, Fables describes the method of claim 15, wherein said 
ghost agent receiving said message extracts data from said message (Col. 
5,lines 43-45, 52-54). Examiner is interpreting molecules' capability of receiving 
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signal and configuration file containing attributes as ghost agent receiving said 
message extracts data from said message; but does not describe "wherein said 
extracted data is used as input for said inputted test routine." 

However, Cidon describes a method, wherein said extracted data is used 
as input for said inputted test routine (Col. 3, lines 14^16). Examiner is 
interpreting test script received by traffic agents/NM agents as said extracted 
data is used as input for said inputted test routine. 
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43. Claims 15 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fables (US 6,282,697, Dated Aug. 28, 1991). 

44. As per claim 15, Fables describes the method of claim 10, further 
comprising the step of: conveying at least one message between one of said 
ghost agents and another of said ghost agents (Col. 5, lines 32-35). 

Examiner is interpreting as molecules capability to signal their state to 
another molecule as conveying at least one message between one of said ghost 
agents and another of said ghost agents. 

45. As per claim 36, see the same rejection as claim 15 above. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Loren Chauhan whose telephone number is 
571-270-1554. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30-5:00 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Amare Megnistu can be reached on 571-270-1550. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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